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 Misbrandihg was alleged for the reason that thé article had been sold,
shipped, and labéled as bitter, which was false and misleading.

On July 15, 1930, the H. C. Christians Co., Chicago, Il., claimant, having |
admitted the allegations of the libel and having consented to the eéntry of

a decree, judgment of condeinnation and forfeiture wag efitered, and it was
ordered by the court that the product be released to the aid claimant t6 be
reprocessed under the supetvision of this departihent, upon payment of costs
and the execution of a bond in the sum of $1,000, conditivhed in part that
it should not be sold or otherwise disposed of cohtrary to law.
: ARTHUR M. HYDE, Séctetary of Agriculture.

17586. Adulteration and misbranding of batter. .U, 8. v. 28 Tubs of Buttei.

Consent deeree of condémnation and forfeiture., Product released

under bond. (F. & D. No. 24958. 1. S. No. 036666. . S. No. 3249.)

Samples of butter from the herein described interstate shipment having been

found to contain less than the legal requirement of milk fat, namely, less than

80 per cetit of milk fat;, the Secretary of Apriculture reported the matter to
the United States attorney fot the Northern Disttiet of Iilinois. _

On or about July 3, 1930, the said United States attorney filed in the Dis-
trict Court of the United States for the district aforesaid a libel praying
seizure and condemnation of 28 tubs of buttér, remaining in the ofiginal
unbroken packages at Chicago, Ill, alleging that the article had been shipped
by the Farmers Union Creariery Co., from Norfolk, Nebr., June 24, 1930, and
transported from the Btaté of Nebraska into the State of Illinois, anhd charging
adulteration and misbranding it violation of the food and drugs act.

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that a sub-
stance deficient in ’bufterfat had béen mixed and packed théerewith %o a3 to
" reduce and lower and injuriously affect its quality, and had beén substituted in
part for the said article. Adulteration was alleged for the further reason that

the article was deficient in butterfat in that it contained less than 80 per cent

-of butterfat. o

Misbranding Wwas alleged for the fesSon that the article hid best sold,
shipped, and labeled as butter, Which wag false and misleading. _

On July 15, 1930, Gallagher Bto8., Chicago, 111, tlaifnait, having admitted
the allegations of the libel and having consented to the entry of a decree,
Judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered
by the court that the product be released to the said claimant, to be reprocessed
under the supervision of this department, upon payment of ¢osts and the execu-
tion of a bond in the sum of $1,000, conditioned in paft that it should not be
Bold ot otherwise disposed of ¢ontrary to law. .

: ArTHUR M. HYDE, Seééretary of Agriculture.

17587. Adulteration and misbranding of butter. U. 5. v. 10 Cases, et al.,
of Butter. Decrees of condeinntion and forfeiture with provie
sion for release under bond. By subsequent decree a portion or-
dered destroyed. (F. & D. Nos. 24896, 24900. I. S. Nos. 015275, 037968,
037969, 'S. Nos. 3153, 3214.) )

Sainples of print butter From the herein deseribed inteistate shipments
having been found short weight, and samples of the tub butter having been
found to contain less than 80 per cent of milk fat, the Secretary of Agriculture
reported the facts to the United States attorney for the District of Maryland.

On or about May 22, 1930, and June 19, 1930, respectively, the said United
States attorney filed in the District Court of the United States for the district
aforesaid libels praying seizure and condemmnation of 84 cases and 1 tub of
butter, consigned in part on or about May 12, 1930, and in part or or about
June 11, 1930, alleging that the article had been shipped by the Paul A. Schulze
Co., St. Louis, Mo., and had been transported from the State of Missouri inte
the State of Maryland, and charging misbranding with respect to the print
butter, and adulteration and misbranding with respect to the tub butter, in
violation of the food and drugs act as amended. The print butter was labeled
in part: “Clover Springs Creamery Butter One Pound Net * * # Paul
A: Schulze Company, St. Louis, Missouri.” The tub butter was labeled in part:
“ Butter.” '

Adulteration of the tub butter was alleged in the libel for the reason
that a substance deficient in butterfat had been substituted whelly or in part
for the said article, and had been mixed and packed with it so as to reduce,
lower, or injuriously affect its quality.
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